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I am l,A.lr'lfing tel suppor a proposal to change the
applicable portions of Part 9 0 a low automatic control of
Amate~r Radio packet stations in specific sub-bands below 50 Mhz.

~entlemen, we have had more than enough time to experiment.
We ~ave sho~n'the viability of HF packet to facilitate longer
range message handling. Now is the time to remove the
pronibit,on~ on-unattended operation of packet below 50 tvlhz.

Many ar.~s·of the country are experiencing the same problems
we in Michigan have, namely few amateurs in vast more remote
regions such as our Upper Peninsula.

awaY
out of hand because we wanted to use 80 and 40 meters instead of
the League favored 20 and 30 meters. Please also be aware that
the Novice and Technician grade license holders are totallY
ignored in the program by the ARRL because theY will not issue
STAs on the 10 meter novice band. HF packet can be a valuable
tool for emergency communications. Now is the time to put to an
end the 'Gc,od 01' BoYs Club' that the present League run STA
operation has become.

One of the expressed concerns in the past has been the
frequency use of an automated packet sYstem. A few points need to
to reviewed. The AX25 protocol is a friendly protocol in that it
will not transmit as long as a signal is being received. The
frequency tolerance for proper transmission is very narrow. Two
stations only 50 hertz off base frequency from .one another can
not communicate. The~~ would be no AX25 connect established and
no e>~chang-e cd information. At most the calling station would
stop trying to cOnnect ~fter the selected number of retries.
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